
AO 472 Order of Detention Pending Trial

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ORDER OF DETENTION
V.

Case Number:

In accordance with the Bail Reform Act, 18 U.S.C.§3142(f), a detention hearing has been held. I conclude that the following facts
require the detention of the defendant pending trial in this case.

Part I - Findings of Fact
(1) The defendant is charged with an offense described in 18 U.S.C. §3142(f)(1) and has been convicted of a (federal

offense) (state or local offense that would have been a federal offense if a circumstance giving rise to federal jurisdiction had
existed) that is

a crime of violence as defined in 18 U.S.C.§3156(a)(4).
an offense for which the maximum sentence is life imprisonment or death.
an offense for which the maximum term of imprisonment of ten years or more is prescribed in

a felony that was committed after the defendant had been convicted of two or more prior federal offenses described in 18
U.S.C.§3142(f)(1)(A)-(C), or comparable state or local offenses.

(2) The offense described in finding (1) was committed while the defendant was on release pending trial for a federal, state or local
offense.

(3) A period of not more than five years has elapsed since the (date of conviction) (release of the defendant from imprisonment) for
the offense described in finding (1).

(4) Findings Nos. (1), (2) and (3) establish a rebuttable presumption that no condition or combination of conditions will reasonably
assure the safety of (an)other person(s) and the community. I further find that the defendant has not rebutted this
presumption.

Alternate Findings (A)
There is probable cause to believe that the defendant has committed an offense(1)

for which a maximum term of imprisonment of ten years or more is prescribed in
under 18 U.S.C.§924(c).

(2) The defendant has not rebutted the presumption established by finding 1 that no condition or combination of conditions will
reasonably assure the appearance of the defendant as required and the safety of the community.

Alternate Findings (B)
There is a serious risk that the defendant will not appear.( 1 )

(2) There is a serious risk that the defendant will endanger the safety of another person or the community.

Part II - Written Statement of Reasons for Detention

Part III - Directions Regarding Detention
The defendant is committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his designated representative for confinement in a corrections

facility separate, to the extent practicable, from persons awaiting or serving sentences or being held in custody pending appeal. The
defendant shall be afforded a reasonable opportunity for private consultation with defense counsel. On order of a court of the United States
or on request of an attorney for the Government, the person in charge of the corrections facility shall deliver the defendant to the United
States marshal for the purpose of an appearance in connection with a court proceeding.

Dated:
Signature of Judicial Officer

Name and Title of Judicial Officer

*Insert as applicable: (a) Controlled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. §801 et seq. ); (b) Controlled Substances Import and Export Act (21 U.S.C. §951 et seq. ); or
(c) Sectlon 1 of Act of Sept. 15, 1980 (21 U.S.C. §955a).
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    I find that the credible testimony and information submitted at the hearing establishes by
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Alternate Findings (B) - (continued)

Part II - Written Statement of Reasons for Detention - (continued)
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	FillText2: The government presented probable cause to believe that the defendant, who lives in this district, engaged in communications with three different individuals in the Eastern District of California in an effort to hire someone to murder the wife of a man she had known for 2 1/2 years and with whom she had, and was having, an affair.  (Defendant and the man continued to communicate at least up to Jan. 9, 2008, the date the man was interviewed by the FBI.)  In her internet postings on "Craigslist" (described as the "classified" advertising section of the internet), defendant said she was looking for "silent assassins. . . men and women who are tired of the judicial system" to "eradicate" a  (continued on attachment)
	FillText3: [clear and convincing evidence that]
	Dated: January 30, 2008
	Name_and_Title_of_Judicia: [Hugh W. Brenneman, United States Magistrate Judge]
	FillText5: there is no condition or combination of conditions that will assure the safety of the community, specifically the wife of defendant's lover who lives in the Eastern District of California.  Despite the fact the defendant and her boyfriend are each married to other people, she has pursued this affair for over two years over the internet, and has met with her lover on several occasions and had an intimate sexual relationship with him.  She appears obsessed (continued on attachment)
	Sign of Judge: [/s/ Hugh W. Brenneman, Jr.]
	Defendant: ANN MARIE LINSCOTT
	FillText9: 1:08-mj-21
	AdditionalB: "target" in the Eastern District of California whose description and address was provided.  Defendant advertised on Craigslist using the name "bourne2run". The intended victim was the wife of defendant's California boyfriend.  When questioned by law enforcement authorities at her home as to her meaning of eradicate, she replied, "duh, to kill."  On the internet she had also explained that by eradication she meant "obliterate", "exterminate", and "annihilate."  She offered to pay $5,000.00 to have her romantic rival "eradicated."  At the same time defendant was soliciting people on the internet to commit this offense, she was applying for a student loan in the amount of $5,000.00, which she received and put into a credit union account, unbeknownst to her husband.  When asked by one of these three people whether her request to employ someone to eradicate the victim was serious, defendant responded, "This IS a serious proposition."   She also offered to furnish a picture of the intended victim.   Found in defendant's home was a CD that apparently contained family photos of the intended victim's family.  Defendant had also made several trips to California, purportedly to find employment in anticipation of moving to the area where her lover lived.  Coincidentally, it appears that during the first week of April 2007, apparently the week following her visit to that area, an undetonated incendiary device, with a fuse leading out into the street, was found in the bedroom of her boyfriend and his wife.  However, law enforcement has not directly linked defendant to this device.Defendant and her husband have long maintained separate bedrooms in her home.  Defendant sleeps in a room in the basement.  When the police searched her home, they found next to her computer in the basement three manuals about making homemade bombs.  Defendant's husband said that he bought these manuals during the time of Desert Storm (i.e., the 1980's).  Defendant's husband used to be the commanding officer of the Michigan Militia Wolverine Brigade, and was a former army engineer.  At the time of her arrest, defendant had in her purse the diagram for making an igniter switch.  Several years ago, a former co-employee of plaintiff had to obtain a personal protection order against her because he and his wife felt threatened by her.  The employee stated that he was worried defendant wanted the employee's wife out of the way.  Defendant stated upon being booked that she was suicidal, but when it was explained to her that she would be treated differently if she considered herself suicidal, she recanted that claim.
	AdditionalPartII: with "eradicating" her lover's wife, to the extent of attempting to hire three different persons via the internet to murder this woman.  She has traveled to the Eastern District of California on several occasions, to find a job preparatory to moving there.  As far as her own husband and family are concerned, she has been quoted as saying she wishes she didn't have them.  The threat to the intended victim is unquestionably a real one, and there is no evidence that the obsession underlying defendant's attempt to eradicate this woman has abated.  Defendant has been the subject of a personal protection order in the past for stalking, and her present behavior appears to reflect a similar obsession here.  She may well feel that once her "rival" is "eradicated," she and her boyfriend will ultimately find happiness.  Despite the fact that three persons have come forward saying that they were solicited to commit this crime, the court has no assurance there are not other persons out there who defendant has contacted who have not come forward.  She may have already been able to contract this murder or, given the freedom to do so, may still succeed in doing so.  Based on the record of evidence, the court is left with the undeniable conclusion that defendant's desire to eliminate her romantic rival was, and continues to be, very real.  


